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probably the lowest level of civil liberty in India, and
latterly attention has been drawn to the prohibition
of even certain religious ceremonies. This low level
in Hyderabad is not the reaction to any aggressive
movement but has been for long the normal state of
affairs.
It is distressing that in these two great States
such conditions should prevail. It was natural that
in both of them popular movements should grow
up and spread to the masses. This took place in Kash-
mir first and later in Hyderabad. It was inevitable
that such movements should affect the great majority
of the population—the Muslims in Kashmir and the
Hindus in Hyderabad. If, under the circumstances,
they showed a certain communal tinge to begin with,
it was not surprising. Even so they did not cease to
be popular movements representing the urge of the
masses and their objective was a national one which
would bring relief and progress to all. To condemn
them as communal movements was to blind oneself
deliberately to the facts, and for the minority groups
in either State to lend colour to this condemnation
was to injure their own cause. For this meant that
the minority was opposed to freedom and progress
and clung on to some petty special privileges which it
was thought that the present regime gave it.
As a matter of fact the two movements progres-
sively developed on national lines, and in Kashmir,
I am glad to say, a number of wise and farseeing
Hindus and Sikhs threw their weight 'on the side of
the popular movement and supported the 'National
Demand' which asked for responsible government.
I am sure that in Hyderabad many farseeing Muslims
will do likewise. The leaders of these movements in
both the States realise the extreme importance of
steering clear of communalism and have tried to do

